shall be not less than one year but which may extend to seven
years and shall also be liable to fine.

So, as the Revenue Inspector Tilak, by corrupt or illegal
means obtained for himself an amount of Rs. 1,0007- from
Ramasundaram for doing favour a to him, he is liable for
punishment under Section 13 (1) (d) r/w. Sec. 13 (2) of the
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988.
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THE PREVENTION OF FOOD ADULTERATION
ACT, 1954

(Act No.37 of 1954)

403.  Warranty

404. Punishment for adulteration of any article of food

405. Application of Probation of Offenders Act, 1958 or Section
360 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973

403. All the food items were being sold at reasonable rates in
a Kirana Shop. It was being managed by unemployed graduates.
The Food Inspector one day came and demanded money. The boy
in charge of the shop said that this was a shop which is being run
by unemployed graduates taking loan from the Government and
that their object was only to sell the commodities at a cheaper
rates with less profit. As money was not paid to him, the Food
Inspector after a week came and took out a sample of ground nut'
oil which was collected from a sealed oil tin. The sales boy
represented that the oil tin was purchased from Agarwal Oil
Company and it was a sealed tin. Without verifying the bills
produced by the sales boy, the Food Inspector collected the
sample of oil and sent it for examination to the Public Analyst.
After examination of the sample oil, the Public Analyst opined
that it was an adulterated oil. Thereupon, a case was filed against
the sales man in that shop in the court of the Judl. Magistrate of
the First Class. The Sales Boy produced the cash bill and invoice
relating to the oil tin from which the sample was collected.
Whether he is liable for any offence?

Under Section 14 of the Prevention of Food Adulteration Act,
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